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REMARKS 

These remarks are set forth both in response to the final office action mailed January 5, 
2004 (the "Final Office Action"). As this Response has been timely filed within the three-month 
statutory period, neither an extension of time nor a fee is required. In paragraph 1 of the Office 
Action, the Examiner has objected to the specification in that the claim language "in lieu of 
invoking an operation in the Web application based upon said intercepted network message- 
does not appear to the Examiner to enjoy antecedent basis. In paragraphs 2 through 3, the 
Examiner has rejected claims 2 through 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. Finally, in 
paragraph 4, the Examiner has allowed claim 1. 

In response, the Applicants have amended claims 2, 4, 9 and 1 1 to more particularly state 
thee subject matter which the Applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, the claims 2 and 9 
have been amended to specifically identify the invoked operation as an operation in the Web 
application which has been selected Jfom the Web scenario template as opposed to an operation 
in the Web application which is invoked based upon the intercepted request. Also, claims 4 and 
1 1 have been amended to indicate that the network message referred to in claims 4 and 1 1 are the 
HTTP formatted network messages defined within the claim. 

Notably, in respect to the objection to the specification, the Applicant points to Figure 2 
and page 1 1, lines 6 through 14 in support of the "in lieu of language of claims 2, 3, 9 and 10. 
As it will be apparent from the flow chart of Figure 2, a generic request can be intercepted in 
block 202. Ordinarily, as it is known, Web applications receiving requests can respond to the 
requests by performing a pre-programmed operation. In the process illustrated in Figure 2, 
however, it is clear that the operation performed by the Web application is not based upon the 
intercepted request, but the operation performed by the Web application is based upon the 
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template referred to in blocks 212 and 220 of the flow chart. In this sense, the operation of the 
template is invoked "in lieu" of an operation which otherwise would be invoked were the request 
not to have been intercepted. More to the point, the phrase "in lieu of* can be interpreted 
literally as "in place of which is clearly illustrated in Figure 2 and discussed textually in page 1 1 
in which it is stated, "Notably, the load driving mechanism 106 need not parse the response 120, 
however, to determine the next series of operations to perform in the Web application to continue 
or complete the Web scenario." 

In view of the foregoing remarks and the Applicants' claim amendments, the Applicants 
respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. This entire 
application is now believed to be in condition for allowance. Consequently, such action is 
respectfully requested. The Applicants request that the Examiner call the undersigned if 
clarification is needed on any matter within this Amendment, or if the Examiner believes a 
telephone interview would expedite the prosecution of the subject application to completion. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: March 8, 2004 




Reg. No.: 44,725-/ 
Patent Customer No.: 3 1 292 
Attorney for Applicants) 
Christopher & Weisberg, P. A. 
200 East Las Olas Boulevard, Suite 2040 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
Customer No. 31292 
Tel: (954) 828-1488 
Fax: (954) 828-9122 



